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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Amendment received on 4/25/2006 is acknowledged and entered. Claims 1-25 
have been previously canceled. Claims 26 and 36 have been amended. Claims 26-47 
are currently pending in the application. 

Claim Objections 

Claims Objections have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 26, 28, 29, 30, 33, 38, 40, 41, 43 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Kato (H8-1 53248) in view of Kelly et al. (US 
5,816,918) and further in view of Kolls (US 6,643,623). 

As per claim 26 and 36, 

Japanese Unexamined Patent Publication No. H8-1 53248 (Kato) teaches (See 
English translation enclosed) a method and system for remote authorization of a 
transaction at a vending machine, wherein, a consumer who desires to obtain a service 
or product from a vending machine, transmits via a portable telephone a vending 
machine designated code and a consumer individual identification code to said vending 
machine; the vending machine transmits said information to a central controller; the 
central controller judges the individual identification code by judgment means; and, as a 
result of the judgment, when sales to the user of said identification code are possible, a 
sales authorization signal is transmitted to the vending machine to which said 
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designated code pertains. The controller records the sales amount for each individual 
identification code [0007]; [0008]. 

Kato does not specifically teach that information presented to the user by said 
vending machine includes point information. Also, Kato does not specifically teach 
encrypting transmitted information. 

Kelly et al. (Kelly) teaches a method and system for operating a vending machine 
(game apparatus), wherein amounts of credits earned by a player are accumulated in 
player's account and displayed to the player at the vending machine (C. 24, L. 3-7). 

Kolls teaches a method and system for remote authorization of a transaction at a 
vending machine, comprising validating the transaction at a remote location 606 by way 
of a system 500, network 600 and PC 630, and, if the result of validation is affirmative, 
approving a customer and activating said vending machine (C. 28, L. 40-58), wherein 
encrypting and decrypting technique is provided for protecting of transaction data (C. 
27, L. 44-46). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Kato to include that said vending machine includes point 
information, as disclosed in Kelly, because it would advantageously allow to generate 
additional advertising revenue And it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kato and Kelly to include 
encrypting said transaction information, as disclosed in Kolls, because it would 
advantageously allow to provide a secure transaction environment (Kolls; C. 27, L. 45). 

As per Claims 28 and 38, Kolls teaches printing out the point information from 
the point issuing device (C. 17, L. 22-30). The motivation to combine references would 
be to advantageously provide the user with a hard copy of said information, thereby 
allowing to prove the request if needed. 

As per claims 29-30, 33 and 40-41, 43, See reasoning applied to Claims 26 and 

36. 
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Claims 31 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kato in view of Kelly et al. further in view of Kolls and further in view of 
Sugata et al. (US 6,963,589). 

As per claims 31 and 41, Kato, Kelly and Kolls teaches all the limitations of 
claims 27 and 37, including the use of encrypting technique, except specifically teaching 
that said encrypting technique includes transmitting a secrete code comprising parity 
information for checking alteration of the point information. 

Sugata et al. (Sugata) teaches a method and system for secure transmitting and 
receiving a signal, wherein a transmitted signal includes parity information for detecting 
possible errors occurred during the transmission (C. 6, L. 9-17; C. 1 1, L. 14-16). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Kato, Kelly and Kolls to include that said encrypting 
technique includes transmitting a secrete code comprising parity information for 
checking alteration of the point information, as disclosed in Sugata, because it would 
advantageously enhance the security of the system. 

Claims 32, 46 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kato in view of Kelly et al. further in view of Kolls and further in 
view of Nuttall (US 6,202,056). 

As per claims 32, 46 and 47, Kato, Kelly and Kolls teaches all the limitations of 
claims 32, 46 and 47, except specifically teaching that the center device judges 
duplicate use of the point information based on the point issue number. 

Nuttall teaches a method and system for data transfer in a computer network, 
and for monitoring the use of such data, wherein the unauthorized reuse of digital data 
is prevented by the use of a digital file identifier (claim 1 ; C. 1 , L. 42-44). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Kato, Kelly and Kolls to include that the center device 
judges duplicate use of the point information based on the unique identifier, as 
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disclosed in Nuttall, because it would advantageously enhance the security of the 
system. 

Claims 33-35, and 43-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kato in view of Kelly et al. further in view of Kolls and further in 
view of Deaton et al. (US 6,292,786). 

As per claims 34-35 and 44-45, Kolls teaches displaying accrued credits for the 
customer, thereby indicating managing a status of use of the system by the consumer 
(C. 38, L 38). 

However, Kato, Kelly and Kolls does not specifically teach that said managing a 
status of use of the system by the consumer, and presenting said point information to 
the consumer is conducted in response to a request from the consumer. 

Deaton et al. (Deaton) teaches a method and system for operating point-of-sale 
terminals, wherein the presentation of information is performed by printing out said 
information on a prescribed form from said point issuing device (column 6, lines 27-29; 
column 16, lines 16-20), and wherein said center device permits the user to read point 
information stored and managed for said user in response to a request from said user 
(C. 32, L.41). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Kato, Kelly and Kolls to include that said presenting said 
point information to the consumer is conducted in response to, a request/identification 
from the consumer, as disclosed in Deaton, because it would advantageously enhance 
the security of the system. 

Claims 27 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kato in view of Kelly et al. further in view of Kolls and further in view of 
Nakajima et al. (US 4,636,963). 
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As per claims 27 and 37, Kato, Kelly and Kolls teaches all the limitations of 
claims 27 and 37, except specifically teaching: setting a display unit based on a return 
signal issued by operation of a return lever of said vending machine; setting a timer for 
counting a predetermined time based on the return signal; displaying point information 
based on a money collecting signal; and erasing the display of the point information 
based on when the return signal is reissued by re-operation of the return lever or when 
the timer times out 

Nakajima et al. (Nakajima) teaches a control system and method for an 
automatic vending machine, including a switch (return lever), a timer and a display; 
wherein, in response to activation of said switch (return lever), information related to 
gross sales and accumulated discounts (points) is displayed; and wherein said vending 
machine is reset into the original mode if said switch not being actuated for a 
predetermined time period (column 7, lines 4-34; column 13, line 44 - column 14, line 
43). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Kato, Kelly and Kolls to include that, in response to 
activation of said switch (return lever), information related to gross sales and 
accumulated discounts (points) is displayed; and wherein said vending machine is reset 
into the original mode if said switch not being actuated for a predetermined time period, 
as disclosed in Nakajima, because it would advantageously provide a customer with 
information related to accumulated discounts (points) during a transaction, and would 
preserve the confidentiality of said information by clearing up the display after the 
predetermined time period if said customer forgets to cancel the transaction. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 26-47 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure (see form PTO-892). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Igor Borissov whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6801 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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